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RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION 



Mail Stop Amendment 
Conmiissioner for Patents 
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Applicant hereby responds to the Office Action of May 20, 2005. 

PETITION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 

Applicant petitions for a one-month extension of time to respond to the Office Action of 
May 20, 2005, to and including September 20, 2005. 

Kindly charge the petition fee to Deposit Account No. 23-2405, Order No. 1 14596-20- 

4009. 



Amendments to the Claims are set forth in the Appendix to this paper. 
Remarks/Arguments begin on page 1 of this paper. 
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I certify that this correspondence, along with any 
documents referred to therein, is being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service on September 20, 2005 as First 
Class Mail in an envelope with sufficient postage addressed 
to Mail Stop Amendment, Conmiissioner for Patents, P.O. 
Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22 
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